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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



BUONYROUM. 



Plaintiff, 



PRESIDENT OF THE UNTIED STATES 
OF AMERICA 
GEORGE W. BUSH, et al.. 

Defendants. 



Civil Action No. 06-01 12(RMC) 



over 



FRO SE PI.ATNTIinr»<g MOTION Off O PPOSmON TQ DEFENDANTS* 
MOTION FCTftPARTIAL STAY PE NDING THE PROCESSING OF 
PLAINnFP» S REQUEST FQR RECORDS TO THE FBI 

Federal Defendants' Attorneys' claim under Fed. R. Civ. P. 7(b) asking Court to 

grant partial stay pending adjudication to defendants' Motion for summary judgment ( 

Pro se plaintiff's Freedom of Infonnation Act and Privacy Act of 1974 and request for 

another additional 90 days to allow FBI to process plaintiff's FOIA/Privacy Act must not 

be granted because FBI had 60 days to response to plaintiff's original Complaint like CIA 
the federal agency. In the past, the United States Attorneys that represent the White 
House, U.S Dqwrtment of Justice. Central Intelligence Agency and Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, Document No.3 requested Time Enlargement citing 28 U.S.C. Rule 6(b) 
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure to femiliarized themselves with the case and to 
"Coordinate government's response with various federal agency defendants". The Court 
partiaUy denied and partiaUy proved giving federal defendants one month and 13 days 
that add up to 103 days to response to plaintiff's Complaint when the United States 
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Attorneys' request for Time Enlargement could have been totaUy denied pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. Rule 59(b) and (d) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

Referring back to David M. Hardy's Declaration (Hereunder 28 U.S.C. § 1 746), 
FBI's section chief of the Record/Information Dissemination Section (RIDS) or Record 
Management Division (RMD). S^ gov. E^ 2, at 2, at f 3. Mr. Hardy stated that he 
"Reviewed plaintiflFs Complaint in this case and have familiarized himself with 
plaintifiPs aUegation regarding a purported FOIA/Privacy Act request he has sent to the 
FBr. Mr. Hardy also said that tiiey "Have conducted a thorough search of the FBI's 
FOIPA Document Processing System CTDPS")"- He concluded that "This search yielded 
negative results for the existence of a FOIA/Privacy Act request from plaintiff Buony 
Roum". See, I>avid M. Hardy's Declaration at 2, f 5 respectively. 

Nevertheless, the federal defendant agencies' Statement of Material Fact and 
Memorandum of Points and Authorities (affidavits) are very confusing, very conclusory, 
very contradictory with inadequate searches for plaintiffs FOIA/Privacy Act request for 
responsive records and all vindicate nothing but clear evidence of bad faith by federal 
agencies. See, Defeadaats' Statement of Material Fact at 3, f 11 stated that "FBI did 
not receive a FOIA request form plaintiff' Which was clear frivolous claim by the 
government. Abosee, plaintiff Ex. A (letter addressed to Robert Mueller III) and Ex. I. 

Furthermore, the United States Attorneys also made a false claim that Pro se 
"Plaintiff did not appeal CIA's determination" That was also untrue, gee, Defendants' 
Statement of Material Fact at 2, at % 10 and plaintiff Ex. D respectively. Pro se 
plamtiff s Statement of Material Fact and Memorandum of Points and Authorities are 
very clear not conclusory or contiadictory and were all made up in good faitii indicating 



Case 1 :06-cv-001 1 2-RMC Document 1 7 Filed 06/1 3/2006 Page 3 of 4 

that&ete is reaUy genuine issue to litigate LCvR 56.1. Defendants' Motion to dismiss 

plaintiffs original Complaint Document No.7, at 16 claimed that "Plaintiff never filed a 
request with Ae FBI. Patriot Act is le^timate recipe of abuse by the U.S govenmient to 
demise helpless poor Americans and the residents. Se& plaintiff Ex. Y. ms anti-terrorist 

Act made defendants' federal agents do feulty inter-alia violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1001 

and CA Code (Pen: 118-131). 

Due to these documented fects. Pro se plaintiff ask this Court not to grant this 

sensation-less claim or request by the United States Attorneys, tiieir motion for partial 
stay pending for anotiier additional 90 days to process plaintiff s FOIAyWvacy Act 
request with FBI otherwise that would injustice plaintiff and wiU violate the rule of law. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Buody Roim 

3636 16* ST. NW B666 

Washington, DC 20010 

(202) 232-6229 



' This Court should grant summary judgment to Pro se plaintiff because agencies (1) "^"'P^^?^ 
"Sfl^S^S Ce^rioixb»r&ragencies' affidavits are contradictory, conclosoiy and ag«a»««? 

law or Codes automatically gives jurisdiction to die District Court 



Case 1 :06-cv-001 1 2-RMC Docu 

V 






Page 4 of 4 






FINAL SCORES 



^^^|::is^^Pp"^NWSP 





BrtlSatSnD, Math 10-12. 2 006 

Full bracket 
Bonus secticMi 



BiKh makes Patriot provtsions pennanent 
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